REMARKS 



The Office Action mailed October 31, 2007 has been carefully reviewed and the 
foregoing amendment has been made in consequence thereof. 

Claims 1, 3-7 and 9-21 are now pending in this application. Claims 1, 4, 5, 7, 9 and 
21 stand rejected. Claims 3, 6 and 10-20 have been withdrawn by the Examiner from further 
consideration. Claims 2 and 8 have been canceled. 

The rejection of Claims 1, 4, 5, 7, 9 and 21 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, 
is respectfully traversed. Independent Claim 1 has been amended to recite "said plurality of 
formations comprising a retaining slot ... and a plurality of positioning ribs..." Applicants 
submit that Claim 1, as amended, distinctly claims the subject matter which Applicants 
regard as the invention. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that Claim 1 satisfies 
the requirements of Section 1 12 and notification to that effect is solicited. 

Claims 4, 5 and 21 depend from independent Claim 1. When the recitations of 
dependent Claims 4, 5 and 21 are considered in combination with the recitations of 
independent Claim 1, Applicants submit that dependent Claims 4, 5 and 21 likewise satisfy 
the requirements of Section 1 12, 

Similarly, independent Claim 7 has been amended to recite "said plurality of 
formations comprising a retaining slot ... and a plurality of positioning ribs,,," Applicants 
submit that Claim 7, as amended, distinctly claims the subject matter which Applicants 
regard as the invention. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that Claim 7 satisfies 
the requirements of Section 1 12 and notification to that effect is solicited. 

Claim 9 depends from independent Claim 7. When the recitations of Claim 9 are 
considered in combination with the recitations of independent Claim 7, Applicants submit 
that dependent Claim 9 likewise satisfy the requirements of Section 1 12. 

Additionally, Claims 4 and 9 have been amended to address the antecedent basis 
issues noted on page 2 of the Office Action, Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 4 
and 9, as amended, satisfy the requirements of Section 112 and notification to that effect is 
solicited. 



5 



For at least the reasons set forth above, Applicants respectfully request that the 
Section 1 12 rejection of Claims 1, 4, 5, 7, 9 and 21 be withdrawn. 

The rejection of Claims 1, 4, 5, 7, 9 and 21 under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 4,478,465 to Sulcek (hereinafter referred to as "Sulcek") in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 5,625,969 to Vogler (hereinafter referred to as "Volger) is 
respectfully traversed. 

Sulcek describes a refuse packing apparatus that includes a hollow closure having a 
handle along an upper edge and a literature storage means within the closure. A downwardly 
sloping slot is formed in the handle such that the literature can be inserted into a pocket 
formed within the closure. The closure comprises a drawer door (10) provided with literature 
material storage means (11). Door (10) is associated with a refuse compactor (12) having a 
housing (13) defining a front access opening (14) which is selectively closed by door (10). 
Door (10) includes a hollow door having the top portion thereof closed by a handle (18) for 
moving the drawer between the compacting and access positions relative to the housing (13). 
The handle (10) includes a grasping portion (19) and a lower mounting portion (20) including 
a generally horizontally extending base portion (21) and a downwardly extending rear flange 
(22). Handle lower mounting portion (20) further defines a pair of spaced, downturned front 
flanges (30 and 31) defining a channel (32) for receiving the upper ends of a front panel (26) 
and one or more additional panels (33) which may be selectively substituted for front panel 
(26), A panel (34) is slid downwardly into a front channel (39) of the side frame members 
rearwardly of front panel (26) and additional panels (33) prior to the installation of handle 
(18) on the top of door (10). Notably, Sulcek does not describe or suggest an escutcheon for 
an appliance that includes a plurality of formations downwardly depending from a lower 
edge, and a plurality of positioning ribs extending into a retaining slot and configured to 
engage the appliance door panel, wherein the plurality of positioning ribs include a 
reinforcing section configured to prevent flexing of the plurality of positioning ribs, 

Vogler describes a placard display stand. A display frame (F) consists of an 
elongated substantially rigid supporting base (B) and a cooperating pair of substantially 
planar, generally resilient, transparent plates (PI and P2) that are seated along lower margins 
within base (B) and held in position with the desired advertising or promotional material 
pressed therebetween. Base (B) includes a bottom wall (10), side walls (12 and 12'), an 
interior partition wall (14) located between side walls (12 and 12 f ) and that divides an interior 
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space bounded by the side and bottom walls into two upwardly opening channels (C and C) 
each of which receives a lower margin (M and M f ) along one side of a plate (P and P*). At 
least one longitudinal bead (R) of a rubbery or elastomeric material is included to insure a 
tight, secure engagement of the lower margins of the transparent plates within the channels of 
the base. Notably, Vogler does not describe or suggest an escutcheon for an appliance that 
includes a plurality of formations downwardly depending from a lower edge, and a plurality 
of positioning ribs extending into a retaining slot and configured to engage the appliance door 
panel, wherein the plurality of positioning ribs include a reinforcing section configured to 
prevent flexing of the plurality of positioning ribs. 

Claim 1 recites an escutcheon for an appliance door assembly including "a front edge 
and a rear edge horizontally spaced from said front edge, said front and rear edges vertically 
depending from an escutcheon upper surface; a control panel mounting portion comprising a 
mounting surface and a lower edge, said control panel mounting portion extending upwardly 
and inwardly from said lower edge and between said front and rear edges, said control panel 
mounting portion including a plurality of openings therethrough; and a plurality of formations 
downwardly depending from said lower edge, said plurality of formations comprising a 
retaining slot configured to receive an appliance door panel and a plurality of positioning ribs 
extending into said retaining slot and configured to engage the appliance door panel, said 
plurality of positioning ribs comprising a reinforcing section configured to prevent flexing of 
said plurality of positioning ribs," 

Neither Sulcek nor Vogler, considered alone or in combination, describes or suggests 
an escutcheon as recited in Claim 1. More specifically, neither Sulcek nor Vogler, 
considered alone or in combination, describes or suggests a plurality of formations 
downwardly depending from a lower edge, wherein the formations define a retaining slot 
configured to receive an appliance door panel, and include a plurality of positioning ribs 
extending into the retaining slot and configured to engage the appliance door panel, wherein 
the plurality of positioning ribs include a reinforcing section configured to prevent flexing of 
the plurality of positioning ribs. Rather, in contrast to the present invention, Sulcek describes 
a hollow closure that includes a handle that forms a downwardly sloping slot for storing 
literature, and Vogler describes a placard display stand that includes a longitudinal bead that 
insures a tight, secure engagement of the lower margins of transparent plates positioned 
within the channels of the stand base. 
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Accordingly, for at least the reasons set forth above. Claim 1 is submitted to be 
patentable over Sulcek in view of Vogler. 

Claims 4, 5 and 21 depend, directly or indirectly, from independent Claim 1. When 
the recitations of dependent Claims 4, 5 and 21 are considered in combination with the 
recitations of independent Claim 1, Applicants submit that dependent Claims 4, 5 and 21 
likewise are patentable over Sulcek in view of Vogler. 

Claim 7 recites an escutcheon for a dishwasher door assembly. The escutcheon 
includes "a lower edge of a control panel mounting portion and a plurality of formations 
depending therefrom, said plurality of formations defining comprising a retaining slot 
configured to receive an appliance door panel, said plurality of formations comprising and a 
plurality of positioning ribs extending into said retaining slot and configured to engage the 
upper edge of the appliance door panel, said plurality of positioning ribs comprising a 
reinforcing section configured to prevent flexing of said plurality of positioning ribs." 

Neither Sulcek nor Vogler, considered alone or in combination, describes or suggests 
an escutcheon as recited in Claim 7. More specifically, neither Sulcek nor Vogler, 
considered alone or in combination, describes or suggests a plurality of formations depending 
from a lower edge of a control panel mounting portion, wherein the formations define a 
retaining slot configured to receive an appliance door panel, and include a plurality of 
positioning ribs extending into the retaining slot and configured to engage the upper edge of 
the appliance door panel. Rather, in contrast to the present invention, Sulcek describes a 
hollow closure that includes a handle that forms a downwardly sloping slot for storing 
literature, and Vogler describes a placard display stand that includes a longitudinal bead that 
insures a tight, secure engagement of the lower margins of transparent plates positioned 
within the channels of the stand base. 

Accordingly, for at least the reasons set forth above, Claim 7 is submitted to be 
patentable over Sulcek in view of Vogler. 

Claim 9 depends directly from independent Claim 7. When the recitations of Claim 9 
are considered in combination with the recitations of Claim 7, Applicants submit that 
dependent Claim 9 likewise is patentable over Sulcek in view of Vogler. 
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For at least the reasons set forth above, Applicants respectfully request that the 
Section 103 rejection of Claims 1, 4, 5, 7, 9 and 21 be withdrawn. 

In view of the foregoing amendment and remarks, all the claims now active in this 
application are believed to be in condition for allowance. Reconsideration and favorable 
action is respectfully solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Eric T. Krischke 
Registration No. 42,769 
ARMSTRONG TEASDALE LLP 
One Metropolitan Square, Suite 2600 
St. Louis, Missouri 63102-2740 
(314) 621-5070 
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